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Obtain a First Set of Data Comprising Maintenance Events Recorded in Connection

with Multipte Vehicular Componenis Across Mulliple Venhicles in a Fleel of Vehicles, | g0

wherein said Obtaining the First Set of Data Comprises Forming a Connection
Between (i) a First Database and (i} a Vehicular Management Device

k4

(btain a Second Set of Data Comprising Mainlenance Work Orders Performed on the

Muttipie Vehicular Components Across Multiple Vehicles in the Fleet of Viehicles, 04

wherein seid Oblaining the Second Set of Date Comprises Forming a Conneclion
Betwesn (i} a Second Database and (i) the Vehicular Managemant Bevice

A 4

Obtain & Third Set of Dala Comprising a Collection of Measuremenis Taken in
Conneclion with the Muitiple Vehicular Components, wherein said Oblaining the
Third Set of Data Comprises Forming a Connection Between (i) Multiple Sensors |- 806

Resident on andfor Associated with the Multiple Vehicles in the Given Fleet of

Vehicles and (i) the Vehicular Management Davice

¥

Analyze (i} the First Set of Data and {ii) the Second Set of Dala to ldentify Oneor | 508
More Component Failure Events Associated with the Multiple Vehicular Components

¥

Determine Muitiple Failure Indicators for Each of the Multiple Vehicular
Components in Each of the Multiple Vehicles in the Given Flest of Vehicles Based on
{i} the Second Set of Data, (i) the Third Set of Data, and (i} the One or More 810
identified Component Failure Events, wherein the Multiple Failure Indicalors
Comprise at Least (a} a Manufacturing Defect-Related Failure Indicator, {b) a8 Wear-
Related Failure indicator, and {¢) a Non-Wear Related Fallure Indicator

4

Cutput the Muitiple Indicators in Multipls Visualized Forms, wherain Each of the
Multiple Visualized Forms Represanis One of Mulliple Levels of Granularity
Comprising (i) a Level of the Given Flaet of Vehicles, (i) a Level of a Single Vehicle

Selectad from the Given Fleel, {ili) a Laval of One of the Mulliple Vehicular
Componenis of the Selacted Single Vehicle, and (iv) a Level of Ons of the Multiple
Indicators Associated with the One Vehicular Component of the Selecled
Single Vehicle

FIG. 6
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1
MONITORING AND PLANNING FOR
FAILURES OF VEHICULAR COMPONENTS

FIELD OF THE INVENTION

Embodiments of the invention generally relate to infor-
mation technology, and, more particularly, to equipment
monitoring and management.

BACKGROUND

In industries that implement high-value machinery such
as heavy industrial vehicles, managing the total cost of
maintenance is of high importance because the replacement
cost of such components is significant, as is the equipment
downtime cost. Management of such machinery includes
monitoring the health status of the vehicles and attempting
to plan for upcoming component failures. Such attempts,
however, face numerous challenges. For example, compo-
nent failures appear to occur at random and are difficult to
predict. Also, operating time alone does not characterize the
life of a component accurately, as each vehicle may be
utilized differently and/or utilized in different environments,
resulting in different useful remaining lives.

Accordingly, a need exists for techniques to monitor and
manage equipment maintenance across different failure
causes including wear under normal operation, event-driven
failures and failures due to manufacturing defects.

SUMMARY

In one aspect of the present invention, techniques for
monitoring and planning for failures of vehicular compo-
nents are provided. An exemplary computer-implemented
method can include obtaining a first set of data comprising
maintenance events recorded in connection with multiple
vehicular components across multiple vehicles in a fleet of
vehicles, wherein said obtaining the first set of data com-
prises forming a connection between (i) a first database and
(i) a vehicular management device. The method also
includes obtaining a second set of data comprising mainte-
nance work orders performed on the multiple vehicular
components across multiple vehicles in the fleet of vehicles,
wherein said obtaining the second set of data comprises
forming a connection between (i) a second database and (ii)
the vehicular management device. Further, the method addi-
tionally includes obtaining a third set of data comprising a
collection of measurements taken in connection with the
multiple vehicular components, wherein said obtaining the
third set of data comprises forming a connection between (i)
multiple sensors resident on and/or associated with the
multiple vehicles in the given fleet of vehicles and (ii) the
vehicular management device. Additionally, the method
includes analyzing (i) the first set of data and (ii) the second
set of data to identify one or more component failure events
associated with the multiple vehicular components; and
determining multiple failure indicators for each of the mul-
tiple vehicular components in each of the multiple vehicles
in the given fleet of vehicles based on (i) the second set of
data, (ii) the third set of data, and (iii) the one or more
identified component failure events, wherein the multiple
failure indicators comprise at least (a) a manufacturing
defect-related failure indicator, (b) a wear-related failure
indicator, and (c) a non-wear related failure indicator. Fur-
ther, the method includes outputting the multiple indicators
in multiple visualized forms, wherein each of the multiple
visualized forms represents one selected from the group
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2

consisting of: (i) a level of the given fleet of vehicles, (ii) a
level of a single vehicle selected from the given fleet, (iii) a
level of one of the multiple vehicular components of the
selected single vehicle, and (iv) a level of one of the multiple
indicators associated with the one vehicular component of
the selected single vehicle.

In another aspect of the invention, a vehicular manage-
ment device can include a vehicular component status
determination engine, executing on the vehicular manage-
ment device, to analyze (i) a first set of data comprising
maintenance events recorded in connection with multiple
vehicular components across multiple vehicles in a fleet of
vehicles and (ii) a second set of data comprising mainte-
nance work orders performed on the multiple vehicular
components across the multiple vehicles in the given fleet of
vehicles to identify one or more component failure events
associated with the multiple vehicular components. The
vehicular management device also includes a vehicular
component manufacturing defect-related failure indicator
engine, executing on the vehicular management device, to
calculate a manufacturing defect-related failure indicator for
each of the multiple vehicular components in each of the
multiple vehicles in the fleet of vehicles based on (i) the
second set of data, (ii) a third set of data comprising a
collection of measurements taken in connection with the
multiple vehicular components, and (iii) the one or more
identified component failure events. Further, the vehicular
management device includes a vehicular component wear-
related failure indicator engine, executing on the vehicular
management device, to calculate a wear-related failure indi-
cator for each of the multiple vehicular components in each
of the multiple vehicles in the given fleet of vehicles based
on (i) the second set of data, (ii) the third set of data, and (iii)
the one or more identified component failure events. Also,
the vehicular management device includes a vehicular com-
ponent non-wear related failure indicator engine, executing
on the vehicular management device, to calculate a non-
wear related failure indicator for each of the multiple
vehicular components in each of the multiple vehicles in the
given fleet of vehicles based on (i) the second set of data, (ii)
the third set of data, and (iii) the one or more identified
component failure events. Additionally, in the vehicular
management device, the vehicular component status deter-
mination engine, the vehicular component manufacturing
defect-related failure indicator engine, the vehicular com-
ponent wear-related failure indicator engine, and the vehicu-
lar component non-wear related failure indicator engine, are
coupled to a graphical user interface for user manipulation
of (i) the manufacturing defect-related failure indicator, (ii)
the wear-related failure indicator, and (iii) the non-wear
related failure indicator for each of the multiple vehicular
components.

Another aspect of the invention or elements thereof can be
implemented in the form of an article of manufacture
tangibly embodying computer readable instructions which,
when implemented, cause a computer to carry out a plurality
of method steps, as described herein. Furthermore, another
aspect of the invention or elements thereof can be imple-
mented in the form of an apparatus including a memory and
at least one processor that is coupled to the memory and
configured to perform noted method steps. Yet further,
another aspect of the invention or elements thereof can be
implemented in the form of means for carrying out the
method steps described herein, or elements thereof; the
means can include hardware module(s) or a combination of
hardware and software modules, wherein the software mod-
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ules are stored in a tangible computer-readable storage
medium (or multiple such media).

These and other objects, features and advantages of the
present invention will become apparent from the following
detailed description of illustrative embodiments thereof,
which is to be read in connection with the accompanying
drawings.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

FIG. 1 is a diagram illustrating system architecture,
according to an example embodiment of the invention;

FIG. 2 is a diagram illustrating a screen shot of a site
summary screen, according to an example embodiment of
the invention;

FIG. 3 is a diagram illustrating a screen shot of a vehicle
summary screen, according to an example embodiment of
the invention;

FIG. 4 is a diagram illustrating a screen shot of a
component summary screen, according to an example
embodiment of the invention;

FIG. 5 is a diagram illustrating a screen shot of a
component detail screen, according to an embodiment of the
invention;

FIG. 6 is a flow diagram illustrating techniques according
to an embodiment of the invention; and

FIG. 7 is a system diagram of an exemplary computer
system on which at least one embodiment of the invention
can be implemented.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

As described herein, an aspect of the present invention
includes techniques for monitoring and planning for failures
of vehicular components. At least one embodiment of the
invention includes utilizing, as further detailed herein, a set
of time series of maintenance events recording for a given
vehicular component, a set of time series of maintenance
work orders for the given vehicular component, and a set of
time series of sample data points, wherein each sample data
point includes a combination of measurements of the
vehicular component up to the present time. The time series
noted above can be derived, for example, from data col-
lected from the maintenance history of the relevant vehicles,
as well as sensor readings from the relevant vehicles.
Utilizing the noted time series, such an embodiment
includes generating and/or providing a dashboard for man-
aging and displaying the health status of the given vehicular
component by estimating component failures, calculating
failure indicators, and displaying the health status informa-
tion.

The dashboard, in accordance with one or more embodi-
ments of the invention, displays generated parameters
related to a fleet of vehicles. Such parameters can include (i)
indications of the status at the present time of a selected
vehicle in the fleet in terms of age (such as operating hours,
number of past work orders, etc.), (ii) a wear-related failure
status of each identified and/or selected vehicular compo-
nent (such as taught, for example, in the U.S. patent appli-
cation Ser. Nos. 14/498,686 and 14/498,693, entitled “Gen-
erating Cumulative Wear-Based Indicators for Vehicular
Components” and “Integrating Economic Considerations to
Develop a Component Replacement Policy Based on a
Cumulative Wear-Based Indicator for a Vehicular Compo-
nent,” respectively, both filed concurrently herewith and
both incorporated by reference herein in their entireties), (iii)
a non-wear related failure status of each identified and/or
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selected vehicular component (such as taught, for example,
in the U.S. patent application Ser. Nos. 14/498,703 and
14/498,707, entitled “Generating Estimates of Failure Risk
for a Vehicular Component” and “Generating Estimates of
Failure Risk for a Vehicular Component in Situations of
High-Dimensional and Low Sample Size Data,” respec-
tively, both filed concurrently herewith and both incorpo-
rated by reference herein in their entireties), and (iv) a
manufacturing defect-related failure status (such as derived,
for example, from the history of vehicles similar to the given
vehicle). As detailed herein, and in the above-noted relevant
applications, wear-related failure data can be derived, for
example, using indicators such as the number of operating
hours, direct indicators such as the tire tread depth, etc. Also,
non-wear related failure data can be derived, for example,
using indicators inferred from various measurements.

FIG. 1 is a diagram illustrating system architecture,
according to an example embodiment of the present inven-
tion. By way of illustration, FIG. 1 depicts a dashboard
system 110, which receives input from sensors 102A, 102B
and 102C resident on and/or connected to vehicles 101A,
101B and 101C, respectively. By way merely of example,
the input from sensors 102A, 102B and 102C can be
transmitted wirelessly to the dashboard system 110 and/or
can be transmitted to the dashboard system 110 via a direct
electrical connection (for instance, via creating an electrical
connection or interface between a given sensor and the
system 110 when the vehicle is in a maintenance shop and/or
upon detaching the sensor from a given vehicle). In one or
more embodiments of the invention, sensors 102A, 102B
and 102C can alternatively (or additionally) transmit data or
readings to a separate database such as sensor data database
105, and the dashboard system 110 can access the sensor
data via the sensor data database 105. By way of example,
sensors 102A, 102B and 102C can feed into a database such
as database 105 via a third party application.

Additionally, the dashboard system 110 also receives
input from a maintenance events database 104 and a main-
tenance work orders database 106.

As illustrated in FIG. 1, the dashboard system 110
includes a vehicular component status determination engine
112, a vehicular component wear-related failure indicator
engine 114, a vehicular component non-wear related failure
indicator engine 116, a vehicular component manufacturing
defect-related failure indicator engine 118, a graphical user
interface 120 and a display 122. As further detailed herein,
engines 112, 114, 116 and 118 generate status and failure
indicators for one or more given vehicular components
based on the input provided by sensors 102A, 102B and
102C as well as from databases 104 and 106. The generated
status and failure indicators for the given vehicular compo-
nents are then transmitted to the graphical user interface 120
and the display 122 for presentation and/or potential
manipulation by a user.

As described herein, failures due to and/or related to a
manufacturing defect can be derived, for example, from a
design, material, and/or production defect inherent in the
vehicle. Failures due to wear can pertain, for example, to
failures occurring as a result of standard wear accumulated
during common or normal operation of the vehicle. Failures
due to wear can also pertain, for example, to failures
occurring as a result of abnormal wear. Such failures com-
monly relate, for instance, to accelerated wear, often caused
by one or more factors that result in a given component not
functioning within its intended design specifications. Such
factors can include, as further detailed below, external
factors.
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Accordingly, failures due to external factors are com-
monly event-driven; that is, the failures can be traced to one
or more concrete events. Such events can include, for
example; human actions such as a vehicle operator error or
a maintenance error, resultant actions caused by other com-
ponents (for example, stress caused by a defect in or a misfit
of a connected component), and/or actions caused by the
environment (for example, actions caused by weather con-
ditions). At least one embodiment of the invention includes
monitoring vehicles and given vehicular components using
different types of information for the different causes of
failure, such as depicted in FIG. 1 and further described
below.

Failures due to and/or related to a manufacturing defect
can be monitored by identifying failures of similar vehicles.
A given user can define a set of vehicles that is to be
considered similar to the given vehicle(s) being monitored.
Such a definition can be based, for example, on criteria such
as the manufacturer, vehicle type, vehicle model, vehicle
year, geographic location of the vehicles, vehicle operation
time schedules, vehicle operation crew schedules, role or
production type of the vehicles, calendar age of the vehicles,
cumulative operating hours associated with the vehicles,
cumulative work load of the vehicles, as well as one or more
other user-defined criterion based on the specific character-
istics of the user’s given industry. Using such criteria (or a
portion thereof), the given user can define a set of similar
vehicles, and at least one embodiment of the invention
includes subsequently calculating a report on the history of
failures of the set of similar vehicles. Such a report can
include, for example, summary statistics of failures per year
per vehicle, as well as details pertaining to each failure if
and/or when the user selects a particular failure for addi-
tional investigation.

Additionally, in one or more embodiments of the inven-
tion, historical failures for reasons of manufacturer recall or
those previously identified as manufacturing defect by the
user can also be reported. In generating such reports, at least
one embodiment of the invention can include obtaining and
utilizing data from sources such as a maintenance events
database and a maintenance work orders database (databases
104 and 106, respectively, as depicted in FIG. 1). Such a
database can include information derived, for example, from
maintenance log books, production equipment or crew
scheduling systems, production management systems, asset
management systems, maintenance log books, and/or enter-
prise resource planning systems.

As noted herein, at least one embodiment of the invention
additionally includes calculating various failure indicators
(such as via engines 112, 114, 116 and 118 of system 110
illustrated in FIG. 1). For example, in connection with
failures due to wear, at least one embodiment of the inven-
tion includes calculating the calendar age and cumulative
operating hours of a given vehicle as two wear indicators.
Also, other wear-related calculations can include the cumu-
lative input to the given vehicle (the amount of fuel or
energy consumed by the vehicle, the amount of raw material
input processed, etc.), and the cumulative output from the
given vehicle (production quantity, emission output, etc.).
Data utilized for such wear-related calculations can be
derived from sources such as asset management systems,
production management systems, and/or enterprise resource
planning systems.

Further, wear-related measures can be determined from
(periodic) direct and indirect inspections of the vehicle.
Direct inspection can include a direct measurement of a
vehicular component (such as tire tread depth), visual
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inspection from a subject matter expert, or an x-ray inspec-
tion of the internals of the vehicle. Indirect inspection can
include analyses of fluids used in the equipment (such as, for
example, lubricating oil and coolant), as well as analyses of
the emission of the vehicle.

At least one embodiment of the invention can include
generating and/or utilizing one or more integrated indicators
that combine the above wear-related failure indicators or a
subset thereof. Such an integrated indicator can incorporate
a weighted average of multiple indicators, with user-chosen
weights. Further, one or more embodiments of the invention
can include generating such a combined indicator via tech-
niques such as taught, for example, in the U.S. patent
application Ser. Nos. 14/498,686 and 14/498.693, entitled
“Generating Cumulative Wear-Based Indicators for Vehicu-
lar Components” and “Integrating Economic Considerations
to Develop a Component Replacement Policy Based on a
Cumulative Wear-Based Indicator for a Vehicular Compo-
nent,” respectively, both filed concurrently herewith and
both incorporated by reference herein in their entireties.

Additionally, in connection with failures due to abnormal
wear, at least one embodiment of the invention includes
calculating failure indicators that encompass the fraction (or
amount) of time that a given vehicle is run beyond its design
specifications (for example, beyond a maximum load, a
maximum speed, a continuous operation time span, and/or
beyond an environmental condition such as temperature).
Such indicators capture abnormal wear due to overuse and
are based on data collected by sensors on the vehicle or log
books of operation (such as depicted in FIG. 1, for example).
In at least one embodiment of the invention, one or more
specific indicators can be chosen by a user, depending on the
information available and the nature of the vehicle opera-
tion.

Further, at least one embodiment of the invention can
include generating and/or utilizing one or more integrated
indicators that combine multiple abnormal wear-related fail-
ure indicators or a subset thereof. Additionally, such an
integrated indicator can incorporate a weighted average of
multiple indicators, with user-chosen weights.

In connection with failures due to external factors, at least
one embodiment of the invention includes calculating failure
indicators that encompass failures caused by human action,
such as detailed above, as well as failures caused by one or
more other components. For example, such an embodiment
can include calculating the number of failures of connected
or neighboring equipment or components in a given time
window. Also, at least one embodiment of the invention
includes calculating failure indicators that encompass fail-
ures caused by the environment. Such an embodiment can
include calculating statistics (for example, a daily average,
a standard deviation, a maximum, a minimum, etc.) of
user-specified environmental conditions in a given time
window, including conditions such as temperature, rainfall,
air pressure, air velocity, relative humidity, level of air
pollution or contamination, sunlight exposure, etc. Data for
such calculations can be derived, for example, from weather
stations and/or on-site weather instruments.

Further, at least one embodiment of the invention can
include generating and/or utilizing one or more indicators
that combine time series data from multiple sensors or a
subset thereof, such as described, for example, in the U.S.
patent application Ser. Nos. 14/498,703 and 14/498,707,
entitled “Generating Estimates of Failure Risk for a Vehicu-
lar Component” and “Generating Estimates of Failure Risk
for a Vehicular Component in Situations of High-Dimen-
sional and Low Sample Size Data,” respectively, both filed
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concurrently herewith and both incorporated by reference
herein in their entireties. Additionally, an integrated indica-
tor can incorporate a weighted average of multiple indica-
tors, with user-chosen weights.

As also described herein, at least one embodiment of the
invention includes collecting data from relevant sources
(such as sensors and/or various databases, as depicted in
FIG. 1) periodically (for example, once a day), updating one
or more relevant databases with the collected data, calcu-
lating component failure events as well as one or more
indicators as detailed above, and updating one or more
relevant databases with the calculated indicators.

Referring back to FIG. 1, the maintenance events database
104 can include information such as a maintenance log
book, which contains a record of all maintenance events for
a vehicle and/or given vehicular component. Such events
encompass activities performed for the maintenance of a
vehicle, such as component replacement, repair, inspection,
or periodic maintenance tasks such as a fluid change. Addi-
tionally, the maintenance work orders database 106 can
include information such as a work order book, which
contains a list or collection of all maintenance shop work
orders performed on a vehicle. Typically, only activities of
a significant nature generate a work order, such as an activity
requiring the use of a spare part, for example. A component
replacement, however, does not always dictate that the
component has experienced a failure. A component may be
replaced according to a scheduled replacement time interval,
for example. In such an instance, the component has not
failed at replacement time.

If the component has indeed failed, at least one embodi-
ment of the invention includes distinguishing between an
end-of-life wear-related failure and an unexpected event
(that is, a non-wear related failure), such as described in the
following paragraph. In the wear-related instance, more
attention can be paid to lifetime wear indicators, while in the
non-wear related instance, attention can be paid to leading
failure indicators. Accordingly, at least one embodiment of
the invention can include calculating a component failure
indicator from the history of maintenance events and work
orders as follows.

Events are removed from consideration if they are not
associated with a work order. Also, events are removed if
they involve regularly-scheduled inspections and/or main-
tenance services. For maintenance log books that have a fail
status field, all events with a fail status specifying a prema-
ture failure are marked and/or flagged. For all component
replacement events, at least one embodiment of the inven-
tion includes calculating the life achieved percentage by
dividing the lifetime operating hours by the expected life
published by the manufacturer, and marking and/or identi-
fying all replacement events with a life achieved percentage
smaller than a pre-specified threshold (for example, 90%).
Further, all events with at least one mark (from the above
steps) are labeled as a component failure. The remaining
component replacements (that is, the unmarked component
replacements) represent end-of-life failures.

Referring again to FIG. 1, a user can access the graphical
user interface 120 of the system 110 through one or more
means such as, for example, via an intranet. By way of
illustration and/or example, a user can be responsible for
and/or attempting to manage a site or a fleet of vehicles. A
possible goal of the user might include determining which
vehicle(s) need(s) to be taken into the shop for maintenance
and what activities need to be performed on the vehicle(s).
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To that end, the user accesses a site overview screen. An
example of such a site overview screen is depicted in FIG.
2.

By way of illustration, FIG. 2 depicts a screen shot 202 of
a site summary screen that displays a summary of the health
status of all vehicles at a given site. In this example screen
shot 202, wear-related failure indicators are also referred to
as “lifetime wear indicators” and non-wear related failure
indicators are also referred to as “leading wear indicators.”
In table 204 of FIG. 2, the column labeled “Unit No” shows
the identifier of each vehicle at the site, and the column
labeled “AVG of Wear Indicators” shows the average, over
all components pre-specified by the user during system
setup, of all lifetime wear indicators for each vehicle at the
site calculated by the system. This can include for example,
a subset of the wear indicators described above. Addition-
ally, the column labeled “AVG of Leading Indicators™ shows
the average, over all components pre-specified by the user
during system setup, of all leading (non-wear related) failure
indicators for each vehicle at the site calculated by the
system. This can include for example, a subset of the
non-wear related indicators described above. Further, in
table 204, the column labeled “% of comp. with one or more
wear ind. above 90%” shows the percentage of components
in the given vehicle with one or more lifetime wear indica-
tors calculated larger than 90% of their target value. The
column labeled “% of comp. with one or more leading ind.
above 17 shows the percentage of components in the given
vehicle with one or more leading (non-wear related) failure
indicators calculated larger than 1 (or other pre-specified
value during setup), and the column labeled “Index” shows
an overall maintenance urgency index for each vehicle. A
leading failure indicator calculates a ratio of probability of
failure with and without the sensor events. As used herein,
1=no increase in probability of failure. This index value can
be calculated by a weighted average of the columns “AVG
of Wear Indicators,” “AVG of Leading Indicators,” “% of
comp. with one or more wear ind. above 90%,” and “% of
comp. with one or more leading ind. above 90%,” using
weights pre-specified by a user during system setup.

The list of vehicles (represented by rows in the table) in
table 204 can be sorted (such as illustrated in FIG. 2) based
on index value so that the vehicle with the highest urgency
index is shown at the top of the table.

Additionally, as depicted in FIG. 2, graph 206 illustrates,
in pictorial form, the four columns of “AVG of Wear
Indicators,” “AVG of Leading Indicators,” “% of comp. with
one or more wear ind. above 90%,” and “% of comp. with
one or more leading ind. above 1 of table 204 using a
bubble for each vehicle (that is, data row). By way of
example, the size of each bubble can correspond to the value
of the “AVG of Wear Indicators,” while the color of the
bubble can correspond, for instance, to the value of the
“AVG of Leading Indicators.” Further, for example, the
vertical position of the bubble can be based on the value of
the “% of comp. with one or more wear ind. above 90%,”
and the horizontal position of the bubble can be based on the
value of the “% of comp. with one or more leading ind.
above 1.” Accordingly, in this given example, the vehicle
with the highest urgency for maintenance work can be
represented as a large bubble with dark color at the northeast
corner of the graph. A screen such as example screen 202
displays information for the user to prioritize vehicles at the
site for maintenance work.

To obtain details on a specific vehicle, the user can select
a vehicle using the drop down menu in the upper left region
of screen 202 or by clicking on a particular bubble in the
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graph 206. The system will then produce a vehicle summary
screen, such as shown in FIG. 3. By way of illustration, FIG.
3 depicts a screen shot 302 of a vehicle summary screen,
according to an example embodiment of the invention. In
table 304 on the left of screen 302, the column labeled
“Component” shows the identifier of each targeted compo-
nent of the selected vehicle, and the column labeled “AVG
of Wear Indicators™ shows the average of all lifetime wear
indicators for each component of the selected vehicle cal-
culated by the system (for example, a subset of the wear-
related indicators described above). Further, the column
labeled “AVG of Leading Indicators” shows the average of
all leading (non-wear related) failure indicators for each
component of the selected vehicle calculated by the system
(for example, a subset of non-wear related indicators
described above), and the column labeled “Max of Wear
Indicators™ shows the maximum value across all lifetime
wear indicators for the given component in the selected
vehicle. Additionally, as depicted in table 304, the column
labeled “Max of Leading Indicators” shows the maximum
value across all leading (non-wear related) failure indicators
for the given component in the selected vehicle, and the
column labeled “Index” shows an overall maintenance
urgency index value for each component.

The index value can be calculated by a weighted average
of the columns of “AVG of Wear Indicators,” “AVG of
Leading Indicators,” “Max of Wear Indicators,” and “Max of
Leading Indicators,” using weights pre-specified by the user
during system setup. The list of components (represented by
rows in table 304) can be sorted (such as depicted in
example screen 302) based on the index value column so
that the component with the highest urgency index value is
shown at the top.

Graph 306 shows, in pictorial form, the columns of “AVG
of Wear Indicators,” “AVG of Leading Indicators,” “Max of
Wear Indicators,” and “Max of Leading Indicators,” using a
bubble for each component (that is, data row). By way of
example, the size of the bubble can correspond to the value
of'the “AVG of Wear Indicators™ for the component, and the
color of the bubble can correspond to the value of the “AVG
of Leading Indicators™ for the component. Also, the vertical
position of the bubble can be based on the value of the “Max
of Wear Indicators” for the component, and the horizontal
position of the bubble can be based on the value of the “Max
of Leading Indicators” for the component. Accordingly, in
such an example as depicted via screen 302, the component
with the highest urgency for maintenance work is repre-
sented by a large bubble with dark color at the northeast
corner of the graph.

A screen such as example screen 302 illustrates, in part,
which component(s) contribute(s) to the overall health status
of the selected vehicle. Screen 302 also includes an “Equip-
ment Profile” 308 of the selected vehicle, which includes the
cumulative operating hours up to the present (“Total Meter
17), the calendar age (“Age (Months)”), and the cumulative
total number of work orders performed on the vehicle
(“Total No of WO”). This profile provides a representation
of the age of the vehicle and the vehicle’s past tendency for
repair. The graph 310 in the equipment profile shows a bar
graph of the cumulative operating hours (“Total Meter 1) of
all of the relevant vehicles at the same site, with the selected
vehicle identified (for example, depicted in a different
color). The bar graph can be sorted, for example, by the
value of the cumulative operating hours and provides a
representation of how the vehicle compares with other
vehicles used at the same site in terms of age.
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To obtain details on a component of the selected vehicle,
the user can select a component using the drop down menu
at the upper left corner of screen 302 or by clicking on a
particular bubble in graph 306. The system then produces a
component summary screen, such as illustrated in FIG. 4. By
way of illustration, FIG. 4 depicts a screen shot 402 of a
component summary screen, according to an example
embodiment of the invention.

As shown in FIG. 4, example screen 402 includes a
component profile 412, which provides information for the
selected component that is similar to the information shown
in the equipment profile 308. Also represented in example
screen shot 402 are three graphs: a “lifetime wear indica-
tors” graph 414, a “leading failure indicators™ graph 416,
and a “similar equipment” graph 418. In the lifetime wear
indicators graph 414, each of the lifetime wear indicators of
the selected component, calculated using the latest data, is
shown. In the leading failure indicators graph 416, each of
the leading (non-wear related) failure indicators of the
selected component, calculated using the latest data, is
shown. In the similar equipment graph 418, a user-selected
lifetime wear indicator or leading failure indicator is shown
for the same component type as the selected component in
the set of vehicles considered similar to the selected vehicle.
The similar equipment graph 418 provides context to the
current values of the lifetime wear and leading (non-wear
related) failure indicators of the selected component,
enabling the user to determine if the values are normal or
not. Note that in one or more embodiments of the invention,
each component (that is, component type) may have its own
set of lifetime wear indicators or leading (non-wear related)
failure indicators, different from other components.

As also depicted in the screen illustrated in FIG. 4, the
user can click on the “Comparison” tab to choose two or
more vehicles with the same component type so that the
failure indicator values of the selected vehicles can be
compared. This comparison provides information to help
prioritize different vehicles for maintenance activities. Addi-
tionally, the user can click on the “Similar Equipment” tab
to select the criteria used to define the set of vehicles
considered similar to the selected vehicle. As noted herein,
available criteria can include, for example, the site of the
vehicles, vehicle type, vehicle model, the year of the
vehicles, and the calendar age or cumulative operating hours
of the vehicles or the components.

To obtain details on a particular lifetime wear indicator or
a particular leading (non-wear related) failure indicator of
the selected component of the selected vehicle, the user can
click on the corresponding tab above graphs 414, 416 and
418 in screen 402. This set of tabs can be dynamically
generated based on the set of indicators that exist for the
selected component. After clicking on one a given indicator
tab, the system produces a detailed indicator screen, such as
depicted in FIG. 5. By way of illustration, FIG. 5 depicts a
screen shot 502 of a component detail screen, according to
an embodiment of the invention.

From a set of tabs 520, the selected tab (“CompWear” in
example screen 502) shows the current value of the selected
indicator, calculated using the latest data. Also, selection of
a tab results in the display of a graph 522 of the history of
the indicator values of the selected component in the
selected vehicle. In one or more embodiments of the inven-
tion, the user can additionally select to view, in the same
graph 522, the history of the same indicator of the same
component type in one or more of the vehicles considered
similar to the selected vehicle. The graph 522 distinguishes
components that ended in a scheduled replacement, an
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unscheduled replacement, and those that are in an active
state (that is, components that have not yet been replaced).
As also seen in FIG. 5, the top half of the screen containing
the equipment profile 308 and the component profile 412
remains the same as that in FIG. 4. In addition to the detailed
indicator screens, two other functionalities can be accessed
using the tabs 520 depicted in FIG. 5.

FIG. 6 is a flow diagram illustrating techniques according
to an embodiment of the present invention. Step 602
includes obtaining a first set of data comprising maintenance
events recorded in connection with multiple vehicular com-
ponents across multiple vehicles in a fleet of vehicles,
wherein said obtaining the first set of data comprises form-
ing a connection between (i) a first database and (ii) a
vehicular management device.

Step 604 includes obtaining a second set of data com-
prising maintenance work orders performed on the multiple
vehicular components across multiple vehicles in the fleet of
vehicles, wherein said obtaining the second set of data
comprises forming a connection between (i) a second data-
base and (ii) the vehicular management device.

Step 606 includes obtaining a third set of data comprising
a collection of measurements taken in connection with the
multiple vehicular components, wherein said obtaining the
third set of data comprises forming a connection between (i)
multiple sensors resident on and/or associated with the
multiple vehicles in the given fleet of vehicles and (ii) the
vehicular management device. Also, as noted in connection
with FIG. 1, in one or more embodiments of the invention,
sensors can alternatively (or additionally) transmit data to a
given database, and such an embodiment of the invention
can include accessing the sensor data via the given database.

Step 608 includes analyzing (i) the first set of data and (ii)
the second set of data to identify one or more component
failure events associated with the multiple vehicular com-
ponents. Analyzing (i) the first set of data and (ii) the second
set of data includes removing each event not associated with
a work order from the maintenance work orders in the
second set of data, removing each event not associated with
a scheduled maintenance service from the maintenance
events in the first set of data, and labeling each event
specifying a premature failure as a component failure.
Further, this analyzing step can include calculating, for each
component replacement event in the maintenance events in
the first set of data, a component lifetime achieved percent-
age for a given vehicular component corresponding to a
given component replacement event by dividing lifetime
operating hours of the given vehicular component by an
expected lifetime of the given component. Also, one or more
embodiments of the invention include labeling each com-
ponent replacement event with a lifetime achieved percent-
age smaller than a pre-specified threshold as a component
failure.

Step 610 includes determining multiple failure indicators
for each of the multiple vehicular components in each of the
multiple vehicles in the given fleet of vehicles based on (i)
the second set of data, (ii) the third set of data, and (iii) the
one or more identified component failure events, wherein
the multiple failure indicators comprise at least (a) a manu-
facturing defect-related failure indicator, (b) a wear-related
failure indicator, and (c) a non-wear related failure indicator.

Determining the manufacturing defect-related failure
indicator includes determining a failure history of one or
more vehicles that share one or more user-selected variables
with the multiple vehicles in the given fleet of vehicles,
wherein the user-selected variables can include vehicle
location, vehicle type, vehicle model, vehicle year, and/or
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cumulative operating hours of a vehicle. Additionally, deter-
mining the wear-related failure indicator includes generating
a cumulative wear-related indicator that combines two or
more individual wear-related indicators for each of the
multiple vehicular components in each of the multiple
vehicles in the given fleet of vehicles. Further, determining
the non-wear related failure indicator includes generating a
cumulative non-wear related indicator that combines two or
more individual non-wear related indicators for each of the
multiple vehicular components in each of the multiple
vehicles in the given fleet of vehicles.

Step 612 includes outputting the multiple indicators in
multiple visualized forms, wherein each of the multiple
visualized forms represents one selected from the group
consisting of: (i) a level of the given fleet of vehicles, (ii) a
level of a single vehicle selected from the given fleet, (iii) a
level of one of the multiple vehicular components of the
selected single vehicle, and (iv) a level of one of the multiple
indicators associated with the one vehicular component of
the selected single vehicle. As depicted, for example, in FIG.
2 through FIG. 5, the multiple visualized forms include at
least (i) a graph and (ii) a table for each of the multiple levels
of granularity.

Also, an additional aspect of the invention includes a
vehicular management device that includes a vehicular
component status determination engine, executing on the
vehicular management device, to analyze (i) a first set of
data comprising maintenance events recorded in connection
with multiple vehicular components across multiple vehicles
in a fleet of vehicles and (ii) a second set of data comprising
maintenance work orders performed on the multiple vehicu-
lar components across the multiple vehicles in the given fleet
of vehicles to identify one or more component failure events
associated with the multiple vehicular components.

The vehicular management device also includes a vehicu-
lar component manufacturing defect-related failure indicator
engine, executing on the vehicular management device, to
calculate a manufacturing defect-related failure indicator for
each of the multiple vehicular components in each of the
multiple vehicles in the fleet of vehicles based on (i) the
second set of data, (ii) a third set of data comprising a
collection of measurements taken in connection with the
multiple vehicular components, and (iii) the one or more
identified component failure events.

Additionally, the vehicular management device includes a
vehicular component wear-related failure indicator engine,
executing on the vehicular management device, to calculate
a wear-related failure indicator for each of the multiple
vehicular components in each of the multiple vehicles in the
given fleet of vehicles based on (i) the second set of data, (ii)
the third set of data, and (iii) the one or more identified
component failure events. Further, the vehicular manage-
ment device also includes a vehicular component non-wear
related failure indicator engine, executing on the vehicular
management device, to calculate a non-wear related failure
indicator for each of the multiple vehicular components in
each of the multiple vehicles in the given fleet of vehicles
based on (i) the second set of data, (ii) the third set of data,
and (iii) the one or more identified component failure events.

Also, as further detailed herein, the vehicular component
status determination engine, the vehicular component manu-
facturing defect-related failure indicator engine, the vehicu-
lar component wear-related failure indicator engine, and the
vehicular component non-wear related failure indicator
engine, are coupled to a graphical user interface for user
manipulation of (i) the manufacturing defect-related failure
indicator, (ii) the wear-related failure indicator, and (iii) the
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non-wear related failure indicator for each of the multiple
vehicular components. In at least one embodiment of the
invention, the graphical user interface enables user manipu-
lation of multiple visualized forms of output, wherein each
of the multiple visualized forms represents one of multiple
levels of granularity comprising (i) a level of the given fleet
of vehicles, (ii) a level of a single vehicle selected from the
given fleet, (iii) a level of one of the multiple vehicular
components of the selected single vehicle, and (iv) a level of
one of the multiple indicators associated with the one
vehicular component of the selected single vehicle.

Additionally, in such an embodiment, the level of a single
vehicle selected from the given fleet includes information
such as the following: (i) the number of the multiple
vehicular components with a wear-related failure indicator
above a pre-selected threshold, (ii) a pre-selected summary
statistic (for example, an average value and/or a maximum
value) across all wear-related failure indicators for the
multiple vehicular components, (iii) the number of the
multiple vehicular components with a non-wear related
failure indicator above a pre-selected threshold, and (iv) the
pre-selected summary statistic across all non-wear related
failure indicators for the multiple vehicular components.

Also, the level of a single vehicle selected from the given
fleet includes information such as the following: (i) the
number of wear-related failure indicators above a pre-
selected threshold for the single vehicle, (ii) a pre-selected
summary statistic (for example, an average value and/or a
maximum value) across all wear-related failure indicators
for the multiple vehicular components of the single vehicle,
(iii) the number of non-wear related failure indicators above
a pre-selected threshold for the single vehicle, and (iv) a
pre-selected summary statistic across all non-wear related
failure indicators for the multiple vehicular components of
the single vehicle. Further, the level of one of the multiple
vehicular components of the selected single vehicle includes
an identification of one or more potential component failures
due to a wear-related cause, a non-wear related cause, and/or
a manufacturing defect-related cause.

The techniques depicted in FIG. 6 can also, as described
herein, include providing a system, wherein the system
includes distinct software modules, each of the distinct
software modules being embodied on a tangible computer-
readable recordable storage medium. All of the modules (or
any subset thereof) can be on the same medium, or each can
be on a different medium, for example. The modules can
include any or all of the components shown in the figures
and/or described herein. In an aspect of the invention, the
modules can run, for example, on a hardware processor. The
method steps can then be carried out using the distinct
software modules of the system, as described above, execut-
ing on a hardware processor. Further, a computer program
product can include a tangible computer-readable recordable
storage medium with code adapted to be executed to carry
out at least one method step described herein, including the
provision of the system with the distinct software modules.

Additionally, the techniques depicted in FIG. 6 can be
implemented via a computer program product that can
include computer useable program code that is stored in a
computer readable storage medium in a data processing
system, and wherein the computer useable program code
was downloaded over a network from a remote data pro-
cessing system. Also, in an aspect of the invention, the
computer program product can include computer useable
program code that is stored in a computer readable storage
medium in a server data processing system, and wherein the
computer useable program code is downloaded over a
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network to a remote data processing system for use in a
computer readable storage medium with the remote system.

An aspect of the invention or elements thereof can be
implemented in the form of an apparatus including a
memory and at least one processor that is coupled to the
memory and configured to perform exemplary method steps.

Additionally, an aspect of the present invention can make
use of software running on a general purpose computer or
workstation. With reference to FIG. 7, such an implemen-
tation might employ, for example, a processor 702, a
memory 704, and an input/output interface formed, for
example, by a display 706 and a keyboard 708. The term
“processor” as used herein is intended to include any pro-
cessing device, such as, for example, one that includes a
CPU (central processing unit) and/or other forms of pro-
cessing circuitry. Further, the term “processor” may refer to
more than one individual processor. The term “memory” is
intended to include memory associated with a processor or
CPU, such as, for example, RAM (random access memory),
ROM (read only memory), a fixed memory device (for
example, hard drive), a removable memory device (for
example, diskette), a flash memory and the like. In addition,
the phrase “input/output interface” as used herein, is
intended to include, for example, a mechanism for inputting
data to the processing unit (for example, mouse), and a
mechanism for providing results associated with the pro-
cessing unit (for example, printer). The processor 702,
memory 704, and input/output interface such as display 706
and keyboard 708 can be interconnected, for example, via
bus 710 as part of a data processing unit 712. Suitable
interconnections, for example via bus 710, can also be
provided to a network interface 714, such as a network card,
which can be provided to interface with a computer network,
and to a media interface 716, such as a diskette or CD-ROM
drive, which can be provided to interface with media 718.

Accordingly, computer software including instructions or
code for performing the methodologies of the invention, as
described herein, may be stored in associated memory
devices (for example, ROM, fixed or removable memory)
and, when ready to be utilized, loaded in part or in whole (for
example, into RAM) and implemented by a CPU. Such
software could include, but is not limited to, firmware,
resident software, microcode, and the like.

A data processing system suitable for storing and/or
executing program code will include at least one processor
702 coupled directly or indirectly to memory elements 704
through a system bus 710. The memory elements can
include local memory employed during actual implementa-
tion of the program code, bulk storage, and cache memories
which provide temporary storage of at least some program
code in order to reduce the number of times code must be
retrieved from bulk storage during implementation.

Input/output or /O devices (including but not limited to
keyboards 708, displays 706, pointing devices, and the like)
can be coupled to the system either directly (such as via bus
710) or through intervening I/O controllers (omitted for
clarity).

Network adapters such as network interface 714 may also
be coupled to the system to enable the data processing
system to become coupled to other data processing systems
or remote printers or storage devices through intervening
private or public networks. Modems, cable modems and
Ethernet cards are just a few of the currently available types
of network adapters.

As used herein, including the claims, a “server” includes
a physical data processing system (for example, system 712
as shown in FIG. 7) running a server program. It will be
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understood that such a physical server may or may not
include a display and keyboard.

As will be appreciated by one skilled in the art, aspects of
the present invention may be embodied as a system, method
and/or computer program product. Accordingly, aspects of
the present invention may take the form of an entirely
hardware embodiment, an entirely software embodiment
(including firmware, resident software, micro-code, etc.) or
an embodiment combining software and hardware aspects
that may all generally be referred to herein as a “circuit,”
“module” or “system.” Furthermore, as noted herein, aspects
of the present invention may take the form of a computer
program product that may include a computer readable
storage medium (or media) having computer readable pro-
gram instructions thereon for causing a processor to carry
out aspects of the present invention.

The computer readable storage medium can be a tangible
device that can retain and store instructions for use by an
instruction execution device. The computer readable storage
medium may be, for example, but is not limited to, an
electronic storage device, a magnetic storage device, an
optical storage device, an electromagnetic storage device, a
semiconductor storage device, or any suitable combination
of the foregoing. A non-exhaustive list of more specific
examples of the computer readable storage medium includes
the following: a portable computer diskette, a hard disk, a
random access memory (RAM), a read-only memory
(ROM), an erasable programmable read-only memory
(EPROM or Flash memory), a static random access memory
(SRAM), a portable compact disc read-only memory (CD-
ROM), a digital versatile disk (DVD), a memory stick, a
floppy disk, a mechanically encoded device such as punch-
cards or raised structures in a groove having instructions
recorded thereon, and any suitable combination of the fore-
going. A computer readable storage medium, as used herein,
is not to be construed as being transitory signals per se, such
as radio waves or other freely propagating electromagnetic
waves, electromagnetic waves propagating through a wave-
guide or other transmission media (for example, light pulses
passing through a fiber-optic cable), or electrical signals
transmitted through a wire.

Computer readable program instructions described herein
can be downloaded to respective computing/processing
devices from a computer readable storage medium or to an
external computer or external storage device via a network,
for example, the Internet, a local area network, a wide area
network and/or a wireless network. The network may com-
prise copper transmission cables, optical transmission fibers,
wireless transmission, routers, firewalls, switches, gateway
computers and/or edge servers. A network adapter card or
network interface in each computing/processing device
receives computer readable program instructions from the
network and forwards the computer readable program
instructions for storage in a computer readable storage
medium within the respective computing/processing device.

Computer readable program instructions for carrying out
operations of the present invention may be assembler
instructions, instruction-set-architecture (ISA) instructions,
machine instructions, machine dependent instructions,
microcode, firmware instructions, state-setting data, or
either source code or object code written in any combination
of one or more programming languages, including an object
oriented programming language such as Java, Smalltalk,
C++ or the like, and conventional procedural programming
languages, such as the “C” programming language or similar
programming languages. The computer readable program
instructions may execute entirely on the user’s computer,
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partly on the user’s computer, as a stand-alone software
package, partly on the user’s computer and partly on a
remote computer or entirely on the remote computer or
server. In the latter scenario, the remote computer may be
connected to the user’s computer through any type of
network, including a local area network (LAN) or a wide
area network (WAN), or the connection may be made to an
external computer (for example, through the Internet using
an Internet Service Provider). In some embodiments, elec-
tronic circuitry including, for example, programmable logic
circuitry, field-programmable gate arrays (FPGA), or pro-
grammable logic arrays (PLA) may execute the computer
readable program instructions by utilizing state information
of'the computer readable program instructions to personalize
the electronic circuitry, in order to perform aspects of the
present invention.

Aspects of the present invention are described herein with
reference to flowchart illustrations and/or block diagrams of
methods, apparatus (systems), and computer program prod-
ucts according to embodiments of the invention. It will be
understood that each block of the flowchart illustrations
and/or block diagrams, and combinations of blocks in the
flowchart illustrations and/or block diagrams, can be imple-
mented by computer readable program instructions.

These computer readable program instructions may be
provided to a processor of a general purpose computer,
special purpose computer, or other programmable data pro-
cessing apparatus to produce a machine, such that the
instructions, which execute via the processor of the com-
puter or other programmable data processing apparatus,
create means for implementing the functions/acts specified
in the flowchart and/or block diagram block or blocks. These
computer readable program instructions may also be stored
in a computer readable storage medium that can direct a
computer, a programmable data processing apparatus, and/
or other devices to function in a particular manner, such that
the computer readable storage medium having instructions
stored therein comprises an article of manufacture including
instructions which implement aspects of the function/act
specified in the flowchart and/or block diagram block or
blocks.

The computer readable program instructions may also be
loaded onto a computer, other programmable data process-
ing apparatus, or other device to cause a series of operational
steps to be performed on the computer, other programmable
apparatus or other device to produce a computer imple-
mented process, such that the instructions which execute on
the computer, other programmable apparatus, or other
device implement the functions/acts specified in the flow-
chart and/or block diagram block or blocks.

The flowchart and block diagrams in the Figures illustrate
the architecture, functionality, and operation of possible
implementations of systems, methods, and computer pro-
gram products according to various embodiments of the
present invention. In this regard, each block in the flowchart
or block diagrams may represent a module, segment, or
portion of instructions, which comprises one or more
executable instructions for implementing the specified logi-
cal function(s). In some alternative implementations, the
functions noted in the block may occur out of the order noted
in the figures. For example, two blocks shown in succession
may, in fact, be executed substantially concurrently, or the
blocks may sometimes be executed in the reverse order,
depending upon the functionality involved. It will also be
noted that each block of the block diagrams and/or flowchart
illustration, and combinations of blocks in the block dia-
grams and/or flowchart illustration, can be implemented by
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special purpose hardware-based systems that perform the
specified functions or acts or carry out combinations of
special purpose hardware and computer instructions.

It should be noted that any of the methods described
herein can include an additional step of providing a system
comprising distinct software modules embodied on a com-
puter readable storage medium; the modules can include, for
example, any or all of the components detailed herein. The
method steps can then be carried out using the distinct
software modules and/or sub-modules of the system, as
described above, executing on a hardware processor 702.
Further, a computer program product can include a com-
puter-readable storage medium with code adapted to be
implemented to carry out at least one method step described
herein, including the provision of the system with the
distinct software modules.

In any case, it should be understood that the components
illustrated herein may be implemented in various forms of
hardware, software, or combinations thereof, for example,
application specific integrated circuit(s) (ASICS), functional
circuitry, an appropriately programmed general purpose
digital computer with associated memory, and the like.
Given the teachings of the invention provided herein, one of
ordinary skill in the related art will be able to contemplate
other implementations of the components of the invention.

The terminology used herein is for the purpose of describ-
ing particular embodiments only and is not intended to be
limiting of the invention. As used herein, the singular forms
“a,” “an” and “the” are intended to include the plural forms
as well, unless the context clearly indicates otherwise. It will
be further understood that the terms “comprises” and/or
“comprising,” when used in this specification, specify the
presence of stated features, integers, steps, operations, ele-
ments, and/or components, but do not preclude the presence
or addition of another feature, integer, step, operation,
element, component, and/or group thereof.

The corresponding structures, materials, acts, and equiva-
lents of all means or step plus function elements in the
claims below are intended to include any structure, material,
or act for performing the function in combination with other
claimed elements as specifically claimed.

At least one aspect of the present invention may provide
a beneficial effect such as, for example, monitoring and
managing multiple vehicular component failure causes in
addition to wear under normal operation, such as event-
driven failures and failures due to manufacturing defects.

The descriptions of the various embodiments of the
present invention have been presented for purposes of
illustration, but are not intended to be exhaustive or limited
to the embodiments disclosed. Many modifications and
variations will be apparent to those of ordinary skill in the
art without departing from the scope and spirit of the
described embodiments. The terminology used herein was
chosen to best explain the principles of the embodiments, the
practical application or technical improvement over tech-
nologies found in the marketplace, or to enable others of
ordinary skill in the art to understand the embodiments
disclosed herein.

What is claimed is:

1. A method comprising the following steps:

obtaining a first set of data comprising maintenance
events recorded in connection with multiple vehicular
components across multiple vehicles in a fleet of
vehicles, wherein said obtaining the first set of data
comprises forming a connection between (i) a first
database and (ii) a vehicular management device;
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obtaining a second set of data comprising maintenance
work orders performed on the multiple vehicular com-
ponents across multiple vehicles in the fleet of vehicles,
wherein said obtaining the second set of data comprises
forming a connection between (i) a second database
and (i) the vehicular management device;
obtaining a third set of data comprising a collection of
measurements taken in connection with the multiple
vehicular components, wherein said obtaining the third
set of data comprises forming a connection between (i)
multiple sensors resident on and/or associated with the
multiple vehicles in the given fleet of vehicles and (ii)
the vehicular management device;
analyzing (i) the first set of data and (ii) the second set of
data to identify one or more component failure events
associated with the multiple vehicular components;

determining multiple failure indicators for each of the
multiple vehicular components in each of the multiple
vehicles in the given fleet of vehicles based on (i) the
second set of data, (ii) the third set of data, and (iii) the
one or more identified component failure events,
wherein the multiple failure indicators comprise at least
(a) a manufacturing defect-related failure indicator, (b)
a wear-related failure indicator, and (c) a non-wear
related failure indicator; and

outputting the multiple indicators in multiple visualized

forms, wherein each of the multiple visualized forms
represents one selected from the group consisting of: (i)
a level of the given fleet of vehicles, (ii) a level of a
single vehicle selected from the given fleet, (iii) a level
of one of the multiple vehicular components of the
selected single vehicle, and (iv) a level of one of the
multiple indicators associated with the one vehicular
component of the selected single vehicle.

2. The method of claim 1, wherein said analyzing (i) the
first set of data and (ii) the second set of data comprises
removing each event not associated with a work order from
the maintenance work orders in the second set of data.

3. The method of claim 1, wherein said analyzing (i) the
first set of data and (ii) the second set of data comprises
removing each event not associated with a scheduled main-
tenance service from the maintenance events in the first set
of data.

4. The method of claim 1, wherein said analyzing (i) the
first set of data and (ii) the second set of data comprises
labeling each event specifying a premature failure as a
component failure.

5. The method of claim 1, wherein said analyzing (i) the
first set of data and (ii) the second set of data comprises
calculating, for each component replacement event in the
maintenance events in the first set of data, a component
lifetime achieved percentage for a given vehicular compo-
nent corresponding to a given component replacement event
by dividing lifetime operating hours of the given vehicular
component by an expected lifetime of the given component.

6. The method of claim 5, comprising:

labeling each component replacement event with a life-

time achieved percentage smaller than a pre-specified
threshold as a component failure.

7. The method of claim 1, wherein said determining the
multiple failure indicators comprises determining the manu-
facturing defect-related failure indicator by determining a
failure history of one or more vehicles that share one or more
user-selected variables with the multiple vehicles in the fleet
of vehicles.
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8. The method of claim 7, wherein the one or more
user-selected variables comprise vehicle location, vehicle
type, vehicle model, vehicle year, and/or cumulative oper-
ating hours of a vehicle.
9. The method of claim 1, wherein said determining the
multiple failure indicators comprises determining the wear-
related failure indicator by generating a cumulative wear-
related indicator that combines two or more individual
wear-related indicators for each of the multiple vehicular
components in each of the multiple vehicles in the fleet of
vehicles.
10. The method of claim 1, wherein said determining the
multiple failure indicators comprises determining the non-
wear related failure indicator by generating a cumulative
non-wear related indicator that combines two or more indi-
vidual non-wear related indicators for each of the multiple
vehicular components in each of the multiple vehicles in the
fleet of vehicles.
11. The method of claim 1, wherein the multiple visual-
ized forms comprise at least (i) a graph and (ii) a table for
each of the multiple levels of granularity.
12. A computer program product, the computer program
product comprising a non-transitory computer readable stor-
age medium having program instructions embodied there-
with, the program instructions executable by a computing
device to cause the computing device to:
obtain a first set of data comprising maintenance events
recorded in connection with multiple vehicular com-
ponents across multiple vehicles in a fleet of vehicles,
wherein said obtaining the first set of data comprises
forming a connection between (i) a first database and
(i1) a vehicular management device;

obtain a second set of data comprising maintenance work
orders performed on the multiple vehicular components
across multiple vehicles in the fleet of vehicles,
wherein said obtaining the second set of data comprises
forming a connection between (i) a second database
and (i1) the vehicular management device;
obtain a third set of data comprising a collection of
measurements taken in connection with the multiple
vehicular components, wherein said obtaining the third
set of data comprises forming a connection between (i)
multiple sensors resident on and/or associated with the
multiple vehicles in the given fleet of vehicles and (ii)
the vehicular management device;
analyze (i) the first set of data and (ii) the second set of
data to identify one or more component failure events
associated with the multiple vehicular components;

determine multiple failure indicators for each of the
multiple vehicular components in each of the multiple
vehicles in the given fleet of vehicles based on (i) the
second set of data, (ii) the third set of data, and (iii) the
one or more identified component failure events,
wherein the multiple failure indicators comprise at least
(a) a manufacturing defect-related failure indicator, (b)
a wear-related failure indicator, and (c¢) a non-wear
related failure indicator; and

output the multiple indicators in multiple visualized

forms, wherein each of the multiple visualized forms
represents one selected from the group consisting of: (i)
a level of the given fleet of vehicles, (ii) a level of a
single vehicle selected from the given fleet, (iii) a level
of one of the multiple vehicular components of the
selected single vehicle, and (iv) a level of one of the
multiple indicators associated with the one vehicular
component of the selected single vehicle.
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13. A system comprising:
a memory; and
at least one processor coupled to the memory and con-

figured for:

obtaining a first set of data comprising maintenance
events recorded in connection with multiple vehicu-
lar components across multiple vehicles in a fleet of
vehicles, wherein said obtaining the first set of data
comprises forming a connection between (i) a first
database and (ii) a vehicular management device;

obtaining a second set of data comprising maintenance
work orders performed on the multiple vehicular
components across multiple vehicles in the fleet of
vehicles, wherein said obtaining the second set of
data comprises forming a connection between (i) a
second database and (ii) the vehicular management
device;

obtaining a third set of data comprising a collection of
measurements taken in connection with the multiple
vehicular components, wherein said obtaining the
third set of data comprises forming a connection
between (i) multiple sensors resident on and/or asso-
ciated with the multiple vehicles in the given fleet of
vehicles and (ii) the vehicular management device;

analyzing (i) the first set of data and (ii) the second set
of data to identify one or more component failure
events associated with the multiple vehicular com-
ponents;

determining multiple failure indicators for each of the
multiple vehicular components in each of the mul-
tiple vehicles in the given fleet of vehicles based on
(1) the second set of data, (ii) the third set of data, and
(iii) the one or more identified component failure
events, wherein the multiple failure indicators com-
prise at least (a) a manufacturing defect-related fail-
ure indicator, (b) a wear-related failure indicator, and
(c) a non-wear related failure indicator; and

outputting the multiple indicators in multiple visualized
forms, wherein each of the multiple visualized forms
represents one selected from the group consisting of:
(1) a level of the given fleet of vehicles, (ii) a level of
a single vehicle selected from the given fleet, (iii) a
level of one of the multiple vehicular components of
the selected single vehicle, and (iv) a level of one of
the multiple indicators associated with the one
vehicular component of the selected single vehicle.

14. A vehicular management device comprising:
a vehicular component status determination engine,

executing on the vehicular management device, to
analyze (i) a first set of data comprising maintenance
events recorded in connection with multiple vehicular
components across multiple vehicles in a fleet of
vehicles and (ii) a second set of data comprising
maintenance work orders performed on the multiple
vehicular components across the multiple vehicles in
the given fleet of vehicles to identify one or more
component failure events associated with the multiple
vehicular components;

a vehicular component manufacturing defect-related fail-

ure indicator engine, executing on the vehicular man-
agement device, to calculate a manufacturing defect-
related failure indicator for each of the multiple
vehicular components in each of the multiple vehicles
in the fleet of vehicles based on (i) the second set of
data, (ii) a third set of data comprising a collection of
measurements taken in connection with the multiple
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vehicular components, and (iii) the one or more iden-
tified component failure events;

a vehicular component wear-related failure indicator
engine, executing on the vehicular management device,
to calculate a wear-related failure indicator for each of
the multiple vehicular components in each of the mul-
tiple vehicles in the given fleet of vehicles based on (i)
the second set of data, (ii) the third set of data, and (iii)
the one or more identified component failure events;
and

a vehicular component non-wear related failure indicator
engine, executing on the vehicular management device,
to calculate a non-wear related failure indicator for
each of the multiple vehicular components in each of
the multiple vehicles in the given fleet of vehicles based
on (i) the second set of data, (ii) the third set of data,
and (iii) the one or more identified component failure
events;

wherein the vehicular component status determination
engine, the vehicular component manufacturing defect-
related failure indicator engine, the vehicular compo-
nent wear-related failure indicator engine, and the
vehicular component non-wear related failure indicator
engine, are coupled to a graphical user interface for
user manipulation of (i) the manufacturing defect-
related failure indicator, (ii) the wear-related failure
indicator, and (iii) the non-wear related failure indicator
for each of the multiple vehicular components.

15. The vehicular management device of claim 14,
wherein the graphical user interface enables user manipu-
lation of multiple visualized forms of output, wherein each
of the multiple visualized forms represents one of multiple
levels of granularity comprising (i) a level of the fleet of
vehicles, (ii) a level of a single vehicle selected from the
fleet, (iii) a level of one of the multiple vehicular compo-
nents of the selected single vehicle, and (iv) a level of one
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of the multiple indicators associated with the one vehicular
component of the selected single vehicle.

16. The vehicular management device of claim 15,
wherein the level of a single vehicle selected from the fleet
comprises (i) the number of the multiple vehicular compo-
nents with a wear-related failure indicator above a pre-
selected threshold, (ii) a pre-selected summary statistic
across all wear-related failure indicators for the multiple
vehicular components, (iii) the number of the multiple
vehicular components with a non-wear related failure indi-
cator above a pre-selected threshold, and (iv) the pre-
selected summary statistic across all non-wear related failure
indicators for the multiple vehicular components.

17. The vehicular management device of claim 16,
wherein the pre-selected summary statistic comprises one of
an average value and a maximum value.

18. The vehicular management device of claim 15,
wherein the level of a single vehicle selected from the given
fleet comprises (i) the number of wear-related failure indi-
cators above a pre-selected threshold for the single vehicle,
(ii) a pre-selected summary statistic across all wear-related
failure indicators for the multiple vehicular components of
the single vehicle, (iii) the number of non-wear related
failure indicators above a pre-selected threshold for the
single vehicle, and (iv) a pre-selected summary statistic
across all non-wear related failure indicators for the multiple
vehicular components of the single vehicle.

19. The vehicular management device of claim 18,
wherein the pre-selected summary statistic comprises one of
an average value and a maximum value.

20. The vehicular management device of claim 15,
wherein the level of one of the multiple vehicular compo-
nents of the selected single vehicle comprises an identifica-
tion of one or more potential component failures due to a
wear-related cause, a non-wear related cause, and/or a
manufacturing defect-related cause.
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